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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
FUTURE RECOMPENSE—AGAIN. 


To the Rev. Hosea Ballou, 

Dear Sir,—That your reply to my last commaunica- 
tion “‘partakes of the character of finding fault,” is 
manifest. And think it equally obvious that, in eve- 
ry instance, | have not given occasion for the fault you 
have found. You seem to think me inconsistent in 
some instances, and in others, uncandid. If Sir, in 
these instances you have been so unfortunate as to 
mistake, it seems necessary that I should apprize you 
of it, that it may not have an undue influence over 
your mind in judging of my real character. 

* You intimate, that, to allow that the word resurrec- 
tien is variously applicd in scripture, and yet argue 
that the phraseology of the passage in the 14th of Luke 
is not ambiguous, involves an inconsistency : for you 
suppose that a “capacity for various application, con- 
stitutes ambiguity in phraseology.” Furthermore, you 
tell me that if I “‘were sensible that the word resurrec- 
tion was variously applied in scripture, (i e. an am- 
biguous phrase.) I must have known that it had no 
pésitive authority to support the opinion to which I ap- 
plied it.” Hence it appears tbat I am not only incon- 
sistent, but betray a ‘‘want of candor” in using a pas- 
sage as possessing positive authority to support my opin- 
ion, where phraseology is manifestly ambiguous. Ex- 
cuse my freedom, Sir;—have you not set me an exam 
ple for such inconsistency and want of candor? If 
mistabe not, you bave used passages of scripture in 
your writings, as possessing positive authority to sup- 
port the opinion to which you applied them, which, 


according to your own argument above, are absolutely 


embiguous. No man perhaps, at the present day, la- 
bors with more devotion to confirm people iv the opin- 
jon that the love of God is universal ; extending to 
every member of the human family, than yourself.— 
And have you not used the testimony of our Lord,— 
“God so loved the world,—not to condemn the world, 
but that the world through him might be saved,” —as 
possessing positive authority to support that opinion ? 
But, Sir, I think you will not only allow that the word 
world has ‘*‘a capacity for various application,” but that 
it is *‘variously applied im scripture.” Therefore, is 
not the above passage as destitute of positive authority 
to support the opinion to which you apply it, as you 
say the one in the 14th of Luke is, to support the opin- 
ion to which I applied that? and is there not as much 


inconsistency and want of candor discovered.in the. 


ene case as in the other? These remarks are not de- 
signed to retaliate ; but to shew you that you are find- 
ing fault with me for indulging that liberty in the use 
ef scripture, which yeu do not -disaliow in yourself. — 
By saying, ‘‘if there had been ambiguity in the phrase- 
ology of the above passage,” I did not mean that the 
word resurrection was not capable of various applica- 
tion, but that the passage was not one which spokeindi- 
rectly for the resurreclion ; but ove which spoke in di- 
rect terms of a resurrection ; and of a recompense at 
that resurrection. Hence you will perceive that in 
my first communication | did not mean to disallow 
what I admitted in my second. But perhaps I was 


unfortunate in the use of words to express my mean- 
ing. 

If you will do yourself the kindness to re-examine 
the third, fourth and fifth paragraphs of your reply ! 
think you will discover something which approximates 





-———— 








inconsistency ; if not, direct contradiction. But Sir, 
I really believe you meant te be candid. 

In the 3d paragraph you find fault with me for inti- 
matitg that you wished to make use of the circum- 
stance, that the word resurrection was variously ap- 
plied in scripture, to prove that im the passage I quoted 
from Luke, it did not refer to an immortal state.— 
Yes, in this, you think | was “not sufficiently guarded 
against the appearance of a want of candor.” But in 
your very next paragraph you acknowledge that it was 
the circumstance, which I allowed to be an indisputa- 
ble fact, “ton which vou relied” to prove that the tent 
in question ‘did not refer to an immortal state—that 
there may not be a retribution hereafter, for what men 
do in this life! Strange, that a man of your univer- 
sally acknowledged reasoning powers, should talk thus. 
But io the fifth paragraph, there is something still more 
surprising. There you proceed to find fault because | 
treated your reply as if you relied upon the fact, that 
the word resurreclion does not always relate ie an wm- 
mortal state, to prove that it does pot so apply in Luke 
Luke xiv. 14, 

My dear Sir, I do most sincerely believe that, upoo 
re-examination, you will be convinced that in those 
parts of your reply which | have noticed, you were 
rather inconsiderate and hasty: and J have too much 
confidence in your sincerity and charity to believe you | 
will take any exception at the freedom | have indulg- | m 
ed in my remark. And{ trust you will be pleased with 
the evidence of my honesty which may be discevered | 
in a disposition to examine with caution and freedom | 
all your statements,that 1 may believe nothing implicit- 
ly. For [ bope you will still consider me an inquirer, 
and not your antagonist, engaged in controversy. 

With regard to your remarks upon Acts xxiv. 15. 13 
must confess that you have suggested some things 
which never before entered my mind; and I promise 
to allow all your logical and consistent arguments their 
merited weight. The argument in 1 Cor. xv. as pre- 
sented in your comments, appears mote plain and for- 
cible to my mind than it ever did before ; yet some ex- 
pressions escaped his pen which give a strong intima- 
tion (at least to my mind) that he believed we shall! 
be recompensed in the resurrection state for, at least, 
some of the deeds done in the body. See his second 
better to the Corinthians, chap. v. 1,9 10, 11. Inthe 
first verse he seems to argue as in his first letter, xv. 





NU. 30. 


a] 
not to be punished i in the future world, a great burden 
would be taken from my mind. Lest you should con- 
sider me hypocritical, | will now say, that if you can 
reconcile the apostie’s assertion above, with the views 
you have given of his argument in the xv. chapter of 
his first epistle, ] promise to give you no more trouble; 
for if euch a reconciliation be possible, | must confess 
that I know of no testimony of scripture which can 
prove that man is to be recompensed in the future 
world for what he does in the present; the passage in 
the xiv, of Luke not excepted. If by your kind as- 
sistance, my disagreable feelings shall be removed, 
you will not, only enhance the debt of gratitude | al- 
ready owe you, but make it my duty and happiness 
publicly te acknowledge my convictions. 

I will let what you call “a homely simile” pass 
without notice, because the subject in question is toe 
solemn and important to be treated with the least de- 
‘gree of levity. And although you may seriously quee- 
tion my sincerity, I have the testimony of a good con- 
science that | still remain an 














Honest Inavirer. 
——— 


REPLY TO THE FOREGOING, 


= 


Dear Sir,—It seems almost unaccountable to me, 
that you should have overlooked those expressions, in 

my last reply, which were designed to indigate that 1 
did not mean to accuse you of a want of candor, but a 
peaat of caution to avoid its appearance. J certainly 
did not feel authorised te accuse you of any want of 
candor, not withstanding the appearances which } point- 
ed out. 

As to the example, which you contend bhave for- 
nished, by using the Saviour’s testimony, “that God so 
loved the world,” &c. to prove that he loves every in- 
dividaal of mankind, which justifies you in using an 
ambiguous phrase as positive proof of a point in dis- 
pute, you will easily perceive that I need say but little. 
You have not quoted any passage in my writings where 
such an example occurs, and my recollection does not 
serve me to call it up; and in fact I think it impossi- 
ble to produce an instance, where I have used an am- 





| biguous phrase, in a manner which will compare with 
, the use of which | complain. But whether I have or 
| have not so used ambiguous terms, is, in my humble 


‘opivion, nothing to the subject of our present in- 


chapter, ‘Fer we know, that if our earthly house of | quiry. 


this tabernacle were dissolved, we have a building of | 


God.; an house not made with hands; eternal in the 
heavens.”” Yetin the 9th verse he says; ‘*Wherefore 
we labor, that, whether present or absent, twe may be 
accepted of him. For we must all appear before the 
judgment seat of Christ, that every one may receive 
the things done in his body, according to that he hath 
done, whether it be good.or bad. Knowing therefore 
the terror of the Lord, we persuade men.”’ By read- 
ing these verses in connexion,the apostle seems to teach 
very plainly that we are all destined to an immortal 
or resurrection state: but that we have eecasion to 
fear that we sha!l not all be accepted (or approved) 
of God there, because that, in that state, we are all 
to “appear before the judgment seat of Christ,” to be 
recompensed for the déeds done in the body. How 
these statements can be made to agree with your view 
of the apostle’s argument in his first epistle, is beyond 
my comprehension. 1 hope I know my real feelings 
on this subject, and that I am not disposed to conceal 
them. If] could be fully convinced that mankind are 


But you advance to a question respecting the word 
world, and because you think, and think justly, that I 
am willing to allow that the word world is variously 
! applied in scripture, you think that 1 must allow that 
the passage is not positive proof that God loves every 
individual of the human family. Now Sir, lcok at this 
with candor. The word world, I allow somvtimes is 
applied to a dispensation or age, and sometimes to 
the earth, but these are net the objects of the divine 
love, as taught ip the gospel of Christ, and therefore 
the word world, when applied to the objects of the 
divine love, is not rendered ambiguous by its capacity 
to be applied in the senees above. Consider, further- 
more, if the word world is applied te sinful men as the 
objects of God's leve, why should it not be accepted as 
proof that God loves all men, as the idea is necessa- 
rily supported by the fact of the divine impartiality ?— 
But lam satisfied that you will not dispute these 
points, and therefore need not enlarge Uper them. 





i believe, Sir, if you carefully notice what is writ- 
ten above, you will be satisfied, tbat | have not 
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myself, 

I come now to notice what you have stated with a 
design to show, that in my 3d, 4th and 5th paragraphs 
I have approximated inconsistency, if not direct con- 
tradiction. Well, my dear Sir, how have you made 
this out? Answer, as follows; Ist. You truly. state 


that in my 3d paragraph I find fault with you for inti-, 


mating that | wished to make use of the circumstance, 
that the word resurrection was varidusly applied in 
scripture, to prove that in the passage you quoted from 
Luke, it did not refer to an immortal state. 2d. You 
say, that in my fourth paragraph (very next) I ac- 
knowledge that it was the circumstance which you 
acknowledged to be an indisputable fact, on which | 
relied to prove that the text in question did not refer 
to an immortal state. 3d. Yon say, that in my 5th 
paragraph I find fault because you treated my reply as 
if 1 relied upon the fact, that the word resurrection 
does not always relate to an immortal state to prove 
that it does not so apply in Luke xiv. 14. In view of 
these my contradictions, you say; ‘*‘Strange that a 
man of your universally ackvowledged reasoning 
powers, should talk thus ;” and you proceed to express 
an opiuvion that, by ‘“‘re-examining, | shall be convinc- 
ed, that in those parts of my reply, which you have 
noticed, | was rather inconsiderate and hasty. Now, 
my dear Sir, I must, inform you, that your whole cal- 
culation respecting my inconsistency and contradiction 
is founded op a mistake of yourown! This, Sit, you 
will discover by re-examining my 4th paragraph, to 
whieh you allude, where, iv place of finding what you 
have asserted to be there, you will find no such thing, 
but something very different! There is not the least 
intimation in that paragraph that I relied on what you 
acknowledged, to prove that the text in Luke xiv. 14, 
does not refer to an immortal state. Let this para- 
graph speak for itself: ‘‘Relative to the text in ques- 
tion between us, Honest Inquirer had no right to ask 
me to prove that there may not be a retribution hereaf- 
ter for what men do in this life ; it was all that the 
subject required, to shew that the text relied on, for 
that purpose, does not prove it ; and this you have now 
granted, by allowing that to be an indisputable fact, 
on which I relied for that purpose.”» What purpose ? 
And what is that indisputable fact, on which I relied 
to support or make out that purpose? Answer; Ip 
my reasoning, | endeavored to show that the word re- 
surrection, in scripture, had various applications ; and 
this | contended for as argument, that the word resur- 
vectton does not prove, that the text in which it is 
found, refers to an immortal state ; and of course, that 
that. word does not prove that the text in Luke xiv. 
14 proves tbat there will be a retribution iu the future 
state for what men do in this life. And as you ac- 
knowledged that the word resurrection is of various 
application, you acknowledge the fact on which I re- 
lied for the foregoing purpose. 

To illustrate this subject, suppose I should contend, 
that because the word faiher occurs in a passage of 
seripture, the passage must necessarily refer to our 
Creator, for he is called oar Father in heaven. You 
inform me that the word father is applied, in scripture, 
to earthly parents, aod therefore does not prove the 
passage in which it occars to refer to our Creator. 1, 
in my turn, acknowledge that it is an indisputable 
fact that the word father is variously applied in scrip- 
ture, but that this does not prove that it does not ap- 
ply to our Creator, in a text which we have under 
consideration. You inform me that you did not pre- 
tend that the capacity of the word father of various 
application proved that it did not refer to our Creator, 
and even fault me for suggesting that you thus meant ; 
and further inform me that | have allowed all you 
contended for, by allowing that to be a fact on which 
your argument depended. Such, Sir, is the case out 
of which you -have caused to come forth my inconsis- 
tency aad centradictiou 


found fault with you, for any thing which I justify in 








P For such 4 mistake as you have here made | am, 
deaf. Sir, both sorry avd glad. T.regret that so mach 
misunderstanding should occur, and that so much 
should be written under such erroneous conceptions, 
and ft cannot that I am not sorry that you shonld 
entertain so low an opinion of my descernment ; but | 
am glad that your mistake snd the confidence which 
you manifest m connexion with it, has fully coofwmed 
the good opinion which | was strongly inclined to ev- 
tertain of your candor. ’ 

lam unwilling to pass to the consideration of the 
passages which you refer to in 2 Cor. v. without first 
presenting you with my thanks for the liberal and can- 
did suggestions which are contained in your remarks on 
what | offered on the passages in Acts and the Ist of 
Corinthians. 

On the passages in 2 Cor. v. to which you call my 
attention, I think I need say but little. ‘To this I 
thtik you will agree, as we now find the subject in 
much abler hands. A Disciple of Truth has called on 
Mr. Balfour for a solution of the subject on which the 
apostle has here written, and we are very happy to 
Gnd that he is engaged in the work. I will, however, 
make a few remarks on your statements and on the 
passages by which you support thein. 

Your statements stand thus ; ‘*lhat we are all des- 
tined to an immortal or resurrection state ; but that we 
have occasion to fear that we shall not ail be accepted 
(approved) of God there, because that in that state we 
are all to appear before the judgment seat of Christ, 
to be recompensed for the deeds done in the body.” — 
The passages on which you rely, for the support of 
these statements, are in 2 Cor. v. which you connect 
as follows; verses !,9, 10, 11. But you will per- 
ceive that however you connect these verses, the main 
thing which you labor to prove, stands in no relation 
to the passages by which you endeavor to prove it; 
viz. that we are ail to appear before the judgment 








seat of Christ, in the resurrection state, to be recom- 
pensed for the deeds done in the body. The apostle 
says, we must all appear before the ju gment seat of 
Christ, that every one may receive.” &c. But he 
does not say that this appearing before the judgment 
seat of Christ is to be in an immortal state. ‘Ihis, sir, 
is the turning point. ‘Jo take this for granted is en- 
tirely inconsistent with right reasoning on points in de- 
bate. Prove this point and | am at oace a convert to 
your side of the argument. But this you never will 
do, and if you careiully examine the apostle’s reason- 
ing in this chapter, and compare with other scriptures 
on the same subject, | am very confident you will nev- 
er attempt it. 

Be so good, Sir, as to look at verse Ist, ‘‘For we 
know that if our earthly house of this taberuacle were 
dissolved, we have a building of God, an house not 
made with hands eternal in the heavens.”? Now it is 
in this building of Ged, an house not made with hands, 
elernal in the heavens, that you are endeavoring to 
prove that we are to suffer the recompense of our sins 
committed in flesh and blood ! 

I would pursue this subject to a much greater 
length if | could persuade myself to believe that it can 
remain obscure to yourself after you shall have again 
looked it over. But I feel that I am occupying ground, 
on which Mr. Balfour is generously bestowing his la- 
bors, with which, I trust both of us will find ourselves 
enlightened and satisfied. 

Before | close, permit me to ask you why you should 
suggest the idea, that my homely similitude partakes 
of the nature of /erify? Sir, if there be levity in the 
use of that simile, than it is a clear case that all which 
you have contended for, and all that the whole chris- 
tian clergy contended for relative to the subject of our 
discussion, is a subject of levity, for the simile is its 
exact character. I remain, Sir, your friend and ser- 
vant. H. B. 





**Prove all things; hold fast that which is good.” 
Pau. 
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RELIGIOUS HABITS. 


Before the Reformation many of the learned and 
creat who could not put on religious habils during their 
lives, ordered by will that they should be inifered in 
the habits of the religious. Among others, Francis Il. 
Marquis of Mantau, who died in 1519, Petrarch in 
1374, and the Duke of Parma in 1592, turned monks 
after they were dead. 

The whole tribe of. these-euperstitious religionists, 
Milton (P. L. iii. 474, &c.) has placed in his Limbo of 
Vanity, 

‘*Embrios and idiots, eremites and friars, 

White, black and grey, with all their trumpery. 
Here pilgrims roam, that strayed so far to seek 
In Golgotha the him dead, who lives in heaven; 
And they who to be sure of Paradise, 

Dying put on the weeds of Dominic, 

Or in Franciscan think to pass disguis’d.” 


This calls to minda story of Jortan’s.—A certain 
Prince who had led a very wicked life, was carried to 
his grave in the humble disguise ofa monk. A woman 
whose husband he had murdered, seeing the masque: 
sade go by, cried to him, Ah! you dog! you thiok 
that you are finely concealed under that habit—but 
Jesus Christ will find you out.—Mon. Rep. 


small SS I 


AN ANTIQUARIAN’S PRAYER, 


In a note to the last edition of ‘*Aubrey’s Letters, 
written by eminent persons,’ &c. (Vol. i. p 117,) we 
have the following prayer of that famous antiquarian, 
Thomas Hearne, aud which the editor remarks, “ex- 
emplifies Hearne’s character as much, perhaps, as any 
anecdote that has descended to us.”” 

*“O most gracious and merciful Lord God, wonder- 
ful in thy providence; I return all possible thanks to 
thee for the care thou hast always taken of me. I con- 
tinually meet with most signal instances of this thy 
providence, and one act yesterday, when I unexpect- 
edly met with three old M>S. for which in a particular 
manner! return my thanks, beseeching thee to con- 
tinue the same protection to me, a poor helpless sinner, 
and that for Jesus Christ sake.”’—10. 


— > 6 a 


ANOTHER VICTIM, 
To the Doctrine of Endless Misery ! 


A respectable,middle aged lady,a widow, in this city, 
ended her mortal existence on Sanday morning last, 
by hanging herself. This lady untila few days past, 
was cheerful, and comparatively happy; when the de- 
mon of orthodoxy assailed her with unhallowed stories 
of a future and endless hell, and the wretched woman 
perished a victim to the hellish hypothesis of intermina- 
ble reprobation. The self-sanctified author of this popu- 
lar mischief, may feel his importance increased by the 
fatal consequences of his labours ; while the humane, 
reflecting mind will consider this victim another addi- 
tion to the great catalogue of pious murders / 

God is the unchangeable FRIEND of the widow and 
the fatherless, and him that has no helper; wo be to 
the wretch, who dares deny this truth, and basely ca- 
lumniate the King of Heaven! 

NV. Y. Gospel Herald. 
et GD on 
TIBERIUS A ROYAL PATTERN, 

William Penn in his No Cross—No Crown, cites Ti- 
berius in his list of Witnesses to the just principle, the 
principle of Lfe. As far as the citation extends, would 
to heaven that Christian Kings (as some kings are 
called) would lay to heart this /esiimeny of a Heathen 
Emperor! 

‘Tiberius would not suffer himself to be called ‘Lord, 
nor yet his Sacred Majesty; for (says he) they are di- 
vine titles, and belong not to man.” The Com- 
missioners of hig treasury advising him to increase his 
taxes upon the people, he answered, ‘‘No, it was fit te 
shear, but not to flay the sheep.” 


A FRONT GALLERY PEW for Sale in the 
Rev. Mr, Ballou’s Meeting-house. Inquire at this 
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FOR THE Oniy RABALIST MAGAZINE. 
EETTER TO THE EDITORS, 


‘Genflemen,— I shall now attempt a consideration of 
2 Cor. ¥. 10, “For we must all appear before the judg- 
ment seat of Christ; thal every one may receive the 
things done in his body, according to that he hath done, 
whether it be good or bad.” 

Here, as in Rom. xiv. 10, it is assnmed. that the 
apostle is speaking of all mankind; and that at the 
end of time, they most all appear before Christ’s judg- 
ment seat, and receive sentence to endless happiness 
or misery, according to their having done good or evil 
in this world. But instead of assuming these things, 
it ought to be elearly established, that the passage re- 
fers to such a period, and describes such solemn events. 
Allowing, that such @ day of judgment was indisputa- 
bly proved from other parts of scripture, it would still 
be a question for consideration, if this passage referred 
toit. Am] asked why? I answer, because it is cer- 


tain, that Jesus Christ was expected to come during | 


that generation, and was to reward every man accord- 
ing to his works, as is plain from our Lord’s declara- 
tions. To this period, and to such a judgment Paul 
might then, refer in the words before us, and Rom. xiv. 
10, affords a strong presumption that this was the case, 
for the languag#@ and sentiment are the same, and from 


its context it has been shewn, that to such a judgment. 


he did refer, and not to one at the end of this material 
world. But let us go over this passage carefully and 
see if we can learn any thing further on this subject. 

Ist. Let us inquire of whom the apostles speaks 
when he says, ‘‘for we must all appear before the judg- 
ment seat of Christ.’ It is evident he includes him- 
self. It is equally obvious, that the same we he men- 
tions in verse 10, are the same we and us, of whom he 
had been speaking in the preceding verses of the chap- 
ter. All allow, that they were professed christians. — 
Yes say some, ‘‘but observe that in verse 10, the apos- 
tle uses the word all; we must all appear before the 
jodgment seat of Christ.’? Allowed; but the apostle 
does not say all the world, nor all the wicked, but all of 
whom he had been previously speaking, and these 
were persons who walked by faith and not by sight. 
and were willing to be absent from the body and to be 
present with the Lord; yea labored, that whether 
present or absent they might be accepted of him.— 
Was this the case with all mankind? But supposing 
that Paul included the unbelieving part of the world, 
let us, 

2d. Inquire where all of whom he speaks are to 
make their appearance? It is, before the judgment 
seal of Christ. In our remarks on Rom. xiv. 10, we 
have said enongh on the word bematos, here rendered 
judzment stat. Referring to these remarks as equally 
“applicable here, we would only add, that we are shut 
up to the alternative of choosing one of two things.— 
We must either assume from this solitary text, that 
the judgment seat of Christ refers to a judgment at the 
eud of thig.world, or shew that I am mistaken in my 
views of Rom. xiv. 1U, where we think it has been 
shewn from the context that no such period or judg- 
ment is referred to. If | am correct in my remarks 
there, we are left without any scripture usage of the 
word bematos rendered judgment seat, to justify the 
common idea attached to it here. If 1 can shew even 
here, that Christ’s judgment seat does not refer to the 
end of this world, but to a different period, my remarks 
op Rom. xiv. 10, are not only established, but the 
common opivion is left without any foundation from 
scripture, so far as the use of bematos, judgment seat, 
can go to establish it. 1 am aware that it will likely 
be said, “‘it is true these are all the passages whereon 
we build this doctrine, where gudgment seat of Christ 
is mentioned, but we have plenty of other texts, where 
he is said to sit on his ¢Arone, and to judge all mankind 
at the end of this. world, and have you not allowed 
that judgment seat end throne antiently were consid- 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


ered the same.” People who think they have got 
plenty of texts of this kind, have surely never examin- 
ed this subject, or they would have seen, that in this 
they are very greatly mistaken. After an exatiina- 
tion of all the texts in the New Testament, where the 





word thronos rendered throne occurs, though numer- 


| ous, Rey. xx. 11. Mat. xix. 28, and xxv. 31, are all 


| the passages on which such a doctrine could possibly 
be founded. The first of these texts, occurs in a book 
‘on all hands allowed to be mysterious, and which bith- 
‘erto has never received a rational and scriptural in- 
terpretation. It then may be passed over for the pre- 
sent, as most people allow, that texts from it ought 
not to be brought in proof of any disputed doctrine.— 
If the other two do not prove the point at issue, no 
sensible man would urge it after they are given up. — 
The two remaining passage’, are all then which can 
be quoted in proof, that Jesus Christ is fo sf ona 
throne to judge all mankind at the end of this world. 
Matthew xix. 28 comes then to be considered rela- 
tive to this question. ‘And Jesus said unto them (his 


followed me, in the regeneration, when the Son of man 
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of in the text, is the throne of his mediatorial kingdom, 
¢alled the throne of his glory, in allusion to the repre- 
sentation which Daniel had given of it.” It is not 
then w bright cloud,or a visible tangible, throne of any 
kind, as most good people suppose. Nor does any sa- 
cred writer tell us, as some have done, where it is to 
be located most conveniently for such a general and 
solemn occasion. Nor, does the text, or these writers’ 
remarks on it, intimate that this throne in which Christ 
is to sit, was a reference to the end of this material 
world. 

2d. When was he to sit on this throne of glory? This 
was “at the renovatiun.’’ This only provokes the 
question--When was this? Dr. Campbell says, ‘It 
may be said to have been accomplished when God 
came to visit, in judgment, that guilty land; when the 
old dispensation was utterly abolished, and succeeded 
by the christian dispensation, unto which the Gentiles, 
from every quarter, a8 well as Jews, were called and 
admitted.” It is true he also says, ‘‘the principal 
completion will be at the general resurrection, when 


apostles) verily | say unto you, that ye which have | there will be, in the most important sense, a renoralion 
|or regeneration of heaven and earth, when al] things 
shall sit in the throne of his glory, ye also shall sit up-| shal become new.” But he does not venture to say, 


on twelve thrones. judging the twelve tribes of Israel.” | that Christ is to sit on the throne of his glory at this 


| of his glory.” What then is this throne and when was 


shall be seated on his glorious threve, ye, my follow- 
ers, sitting also upon twelve thrones shall judge,” &c. 
In his note he says, —‘*we are accustomed to apply the 
term regeneration solely to the conversion of individ- 
uals; whereas its relations here is to the general state 
of things. As they were wont to denomiuate ‘he crea- 
lion genesis, a remarkable restoration, or renoration, 
of the face of things, was very suitably termed palin- 
genes:a. The return of the Israelites to their own land, 
atter the Babylonish captivity, is so named by Josephus, 
the Jewish historian. The principal completion will 
be at the general resurrection. when there will be, in 
the most i. portant sense, a renovation, or regeneration 
of heaven and earth, when all things shall become new; 
yet in a subordinate sense, it may be said :o have been 
accomplished when God came to visit, in judgment, 
thet guilty land ; when the old dispensation was ut- 
terly abolished, and succeeded by the christian dis- 
pensation, into which the Gentiles, from every quar- 
ter, us well as Jews, were called and admitted.” 
McKnight says, *‘In the seventh chapter of Daniel, 
the prophet speaking oi the creation. of Messiah’s king 
dom, says, verse 9. J beheld till the thrones were set, 
(not casi down as it is in our translation) and the an 
tient of days did si!, namely, on one of the thrones that 
wereset. (13.) And I beheld one like the Son of man came 
lo the antient of days, while he sat on his throne, and 
they brought him near before him, and there was given 
hem dominion, and glory,andakingdom, By the king- 
dom that was given to the Son of man, the prophet 
meant his mediatorial kingdom; and by the glory, his 
being seated beside the autient of days on one of the 
thrones mentioned, verse 9, in testimony of his exalta- 
tion to that kingdom. The throne of his glory, there- 
fore, which our Lord ‘speaks of is the text, is the 


throne of his mediatorial kingdom, called the throne of 


his glory, in allusion to the representation which Van- 
iel had given of it. In this kingdom, the apostles like- 
wise were to be seated on thrones, and tu judge the 
tribes ; that is, were to be next to Messiah in dignity 
and office; his ministers by whom he was to subdue 





and govern his church.” See the whole of his notes 
on Mat. xix. 28. 

Thus far testifies Dr. Campbell and McKnight. Let 
us see the amount of their testimonies. _ 

Ist. In regard to the throne of glory in which Christ 
is to sit. We are then expressiy told that, ‘**th- 





| throne of his glory, therefore, which our Lord speaks 





Here then Christ is expressly said to “‘sit in the throne period to sentence any to endless misery. On 
‘the contrary, he hints, that then, ‘‘all things shall be- 
he to sit in it?) Dr. Campbell and McKnight shall in- | come new.” But does all things then become new, by 
form us. The first points and renders the passage a part, yea a large part of God's creatures, being sent 


thus. “That, at the renovation, when the son of man to endure the torments of hell forever? The Dr. had 


more sense than to think this was a renovation or ree 
generation. In further proof, that the throne in which 
Christ is to sit mentioned in this passage,-is his media- 
torial throne, and that the time does not refer to a day 
of judgment at the end of this world, [ might quote 
Whitby, and Parkhurst, and other orthodox critics and 
commentators. But this is unnecessary. 


3d. But at this regeneration when Christ was to sit 
on the throne of his glory,—*tThe apostles like wise 
were to be seated on thrones, and to judge the twelve 
tribes ; that is, were to be next to the Messiah in dig- 
nity and «ffice ; his ministers, by whom he was to sub- 
dae and govern his church.” Now I ask, are the 
apostles to subdue and govern Christ’s church at the 
end of this world? But nothing can be plainer fram 
this passage, than that when Christ was to sit mm the 
throne of his glory, the apostles were also to sit on 
twelve thrones: and if the period referred to be the 
end of this world in the one case, it is soin regard to 
both. But we should think it evident that in neither 
case does it refer to such a period. 

The only other text where any thing is said con- 
cerning Christ’s sitting on the throne of his glory, is 
Mat. xxv 31, **When the Son of man shall come in his 
glory, and all the holy angels with him, then shall he 
sit on the throne of his glory.” 

In one of the inquiries formerly alluded to, I have 
considered Matthew, chapts. xxiv. and xxv. particu- 
larly. The following remarks, are ali which seem ne- 
cessary to be made, in regard to the subject at pre- 
sent before us. The same Greek phrase here, for 
Christ's stifling on the throne of his glery, is that used 
by Matthew on the preceding text, and is rendered hy 
Dr. Campbell in the same way in both places. Why 
it should not also be understood in the same way, ae 
both Dr. Campbell and McKnight have explained it 
above, 1am uriable to perceive. If Matthew used 
this phrase, chap.xix.28, as referring to Christ's sitting 
on his mediatorial throne, and not in a throne of judg- 
ment at the end of this world, is it treating his writings 
witb candor and fairness, to give it a different sense in 
chap. xxv. 31, unless he apprises us of such a change 
in the meaning of his language. But no one supposes 
that he gives us any intimation of such a change. But 
passing this, let us look at this passage, and sce at 
what time Christ was to sit in the throne of his glory ; 
or according to Campbell’s version, **shall! be seated on 
his glorious throne.”»> What time then was this? The 
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passage very clearly says, that this was to be, **Whe 

the Son of man shall come én his glory and all the holy 
angels with him.” Then, “Zhen shall he sit upon the 
throne of his glory,”’ But this only provokes the ques 
tion, can we certainly ascertain when the Son of mar 
was to come iu his glory, and all the holy angels wit! 
him? I answer, without fear of contradiction, yes.— 
We can ascertain with perfect certainty one pericd 
when he did this, but it was at the end of the Jewish 
dispensation, and not at the end of time, as is very 
geverally asserted. This-is allowed to be taught iv 
the following texts, which to save room | forbear trans- 
cribing: See Mat. xxiv. 30, 31, and xvi. 27, 28 
Mark viii. 38, and ix. 1. Luke ix. 26, 27. 

In the extracts above, it is admitted that Christ 
came, that he sat on the thrane of his glory when he 
visited “tin judgment that guilty land; when the old 
dispensation was utter abolished, and succeeded by 
the christian dispensation, into which the Gentiles. 
from every quarter, as well as Jews, were called and 
admitted.” It remains for those to prove it, who say 
Christ is to come in his glory with the holy angels, and 
is to sit on the throne of his glory at the end of this 
world. It can be proved from no other texts: for 
these are al] the passages in the New Testament 
where any thing is said about Christ sitting on the 
throne of bis glory. Whether I have given a correct 
view of them every reader may judge for himself. | 
would only add, that the authors | have quoted in 
proof of my view, were celebrated ministers, who liv 
e& and died in the church of Scotland, and who in this 
day 23 writers are considered eminent critics and com- 
meptators. No -: spision can therefore be entertained, 
that they wrote what I have quoted, with any intention 
to favor my opinions. 

To return then to the passage before us, let it be 
shewn, if it can be done, that in any other text, Christ 
is said to sit on a bematos, judgment seat, thronos, a 
throne, or any other place at the end of this world to 
distribute rewards and punishments to all manvkind.— 
if such texts are in the New Testament, I frankly cov- 
fess | cannot find them, and would be extremely oblig- 
ed to any one who will name them that I may duly 
consider them, 

It is not disputed, that | know of, that Paul wrote 
the 2d epistle to the Corinthians, in which this passage 
occurs, before the end of the Jewish dispensation.— 
This being the case, what we have now got to consid- 
er is; Were christians given to expect, and did they 
actually look for Christ’s coming during that genera- 
tion ? and when he did come, were they to be reward- 
ed or punished by him ? The answer will be given to 
these things by considering. 

3d. The purpose for which such persons are to ap- 
pear before Christ’s judgment seat. It is, “that every 
oné may receive the things done in his body.” ‘The 
words done and his are ivitalic, which being left out,the 
passage reads, ‘the things in body.” But passing 
this, for the sake of avoiding all dispute about these 
being the proper suppliments, I shall . proceed to shew 
how agreeable this part of the passage is to what | 
have stated above and to other parts of scripture. 

ist. Christians in Paul’s day were looking for the 
coming of Jesus Christ during that generation. See 
Mat. xxiv. 29—51, and other texts which | need not 
quote as this is not by any person disputed. 

The Corinthians were not only looking for bat were 
waiting for his coming. See 1 Cor. i. 7, and iv. 5.— 
That this was generally the case with christians dur- 
ing the apostles’ days, | believe is denied by none. 
See among many others the following texts, Jas. 
7—10. 1 Peter iv. 5—8. 

2d. Do the scriptures prove that at this coming of 
the Lord, Jesus Christ was to give to every one ‘‘ac- 
cording to that he hath done whether it be good or 
bad?” Nothipg appears to me more plainly stated in 
the New Testament. Either my views of John v. 28, 
29, must be proved false, or this very text is conclu- 


vy. | not escape the damnation of hell. 





sive on the subject. But it 1s abandantly stated by 
our Lord in the following places, Mat. xxiv. 42--51, 

and xvi, 27,28. Mark viii. 38, and ix. |. Luke xii. 
$56—49, and xix. i1—28. It is also a subject often 
braught into view by the apostles in theif epistles. It 
would be endless to quote all the passages which | 
think refers to this. See the following, Epb. vi. 5-10, 
Sol. iti. 22—25, 1 Peter i. 9, andv.4. 2 Peter ii. 
13. In these texts the term receive is used, and the 
persons are said to receive both punishment and re- 
ward, or it is used both in the way of promise and 
‘hreatening. Now it is the very same word which is 
rendered receive in the passage we are considering. — 
“That every one may receive in his bédy according to 
that he bath done whether it be good of bad.” 

That those who had rejected the gospel, were also 
to be punished needs no proof, for it is admitted that at 
this period God executed his vengeance on the whole 
Sewish nation. Any of the above texts, which would 
be objected to, I have considered in the inquiries to 
which | have repeatedly referred, but it would be im- 
possible to do any thing like justice to them in a Mag- 
azine communication. I have even not quoted any of 
the above passages at length, as they can easily be 
turned to and read, and leaving such texts as might be 
disputed out of the question, sutficient remain in proof 
of all that cau be required of me on this subject. We 
think it may be left then, to the decision of every can- 
did man to say, whether any of those texts teach us, 
that Christ is to sit on a throne at the end of time, to 
distribute rewards and punishments to the whole bu- 
man race, as is very evidently believed. If this can 
be proved from scripture, let it be done, but Jet us not 
pervert the scriptures in proof of any favorite doc- 
trive. 

It bas been supposed, that the words which follow 
on the lith verse, coufirm the common opinion enter- 
tained of this passage. “**Knowing therefore the terror 
of the Lord we persuade men.” It will never do to 
say, the terror of the Lord ere means endless misery, 
or even any misery in a future state of existence.— 
Nothing like this is said in the passage. Besides, the 
scriptures speak of the terror or punishment of the 
Lore in this world, and it is held up to warn men 
against disobedience. This the sacred writers do both 
to believers and unbelievers. But, if those whe take 
this view of the expression lerror of the Lord, will only 
examine, they may see, that where the terror of the 
Lord is mentioned in scripture, it does not refer to 
puvishment, in a fature state either for soul or body. 
Does the terror of the Lord, Gen. xxxv. 5, refer to 
any such thing? No one will say so. Job callsdeath 
the king of terrors, chap. xviii. 14. But does he men- 
tion any misery or punishment after it, on account of 
which he gave it this name? If he coew any thing a- 
bout the terrors of hell torments ioflicted on men in a 
future state, how came he to call temporal death ‘‘the 
king of terrors 2” Surely hell torments much more de- 
served this name than.temporal death. 

But it ought to be noticed, that the word rendered 
lerror, is phobos, which in otber places is generally 
rendered fear. It is simply then, “*knowing therefore 
the fear of the Lord, we persuade men.” What fear 
of the Lord, it will then be asked did he mean? lan- 


swer, that mentioned verse 10, “that every one may || 


receive the things doné in his body, according to that 
he hath done, whether it be good or bad.” After 
what has been said above, no comment is necessary 
bere. The apostles kyew the awful punishment com- 
ing on the Jews during that generation. They could 
Mat. xxiii. 33. On 
them was to come all the righteous blood shed on the 
earth. It was only those of Christ's own disciples who 
endured to the end who were saved from the same 
dreadful judgment of God. Hence Christ disciples are 
commanded not to fear man but God. See Mat. x. 
28, and Luke xii. 4,-. Knowing this terror of the 
Lord, they persuaded men to be diligent, that when 





Christ came they might be found of him io peace ; and 

that they might not be ashamed before him at his com- 

iog. It cannot be said by any man, that knowing the 

terror of the Lord they terrified men with descriptions 

of hell torments as is done in our day, for the whole 

history of apostolic preaching does not afford an in-. 
stance, where any apostle ever said a word to men: 
concerning hell torments. Were they toreturn to our 

world, they would be obliged to go to school to learn 

to preach hell torments, and to desctibe to men the 

pains and horrors, aud howlings of the damned. They 

certainly could not learn how to do this from any thing , 
they wrote while alive. 

The remainder of my remarks! must defer at present, 
and shall in a future communication, endeavor to as- 
certain the ime to which Paul referred in this passage. 

J am yours, &c. W. BAanrour, 





From the (Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 


DIALOGUE BEWEEN A UNITARIAN AND 
A UNIVERSALIST. 


Unitarian. 1 think the doctrine of three persons in 
the Godhead, equal in power -ané glory, a palpable 
absurdity. 

Universalist. In him (God) we live, and move. and | 
have our being; therefore we are all persons in the 
Godhead. 

Unitarian. Welt, you and I will not differ about 
these things. 

Univ. Doubtless we can agree well enough about . 
the unity of God, but there is one thing wherein { 
think you are faulty; you are always talking about 
future judgment, and the retribution of eternity. De 
you not believe with Paul, that ‘‘as many as have sin- 
sed in the law will be judged by the. law?” 

Unitarian. 1 do, 

Univ. Well, the law says, “And the anger of theLord 
was kindled against this land (Judea) to bring upon it 
all the curses written in this book.” Now, Sir, do you 
believe that the land, there spoken of, is in a future 
state ? 

Unitarian, Oh no. 

Unir. Well, ifthe land where all the curses of the 
law were to be suffered is not in a future state, how 
can the jadgment, or the retribution of those who sin- 
ned in the land, be in a future state ? 

Unitarian. Ah, Sir, 1 do not care to dispute you 
about this; ! wish to be charitable: it may be as you 
say; but you know, Sir, that only the meaner sort of 
people uphold your doctrine. 

Univ: So then it is the meaner sort who uphold the 
truth, and the honorable sort who uphold error ? 
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To Readers and Correspondents. 
**Bemis’’ snall be attended to. 
———— = 
MARRIED IN TRIS CITY, 


By Rev. Dr. Gardner, Mr. Ferdinand E. White, of 
this city, to Miss Dorothy H. Gardver, daughter of 
John Gardner, Esq. of Leominster. 














DIED IN THIS CITY, 


On the Ist inst. Edward PD. Searle, aged 4 years, 
and on Monday last, his father, Mr. Ephraim Searle, 
aged 36. 

Mr. Seaver Johnson, aged 31, a native of Copenha- 
gen, Denmark. His. death was. occasioned by a fall 
from the main yard of the brig: Eliza, of Saco, lying at 
india- Wharf. 

On Saturday morning Tast, Mrs. Abigail S. Hayward, 
widow of Mr. Jonathan H, aged’ 59 


On Sunday last, Mrs. Eleanor, wii of Mr.Joha Johp- 
son, aged 72. 


In Plymouth, on the 5th inst. after a short illness, 
Wa. Davis, Esq. © 








